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Coughg, Colds and Sleeplessness. Recommended for babies and children when
the process of dentition ig painful,” (French) “ For Babies * * * A prep-
aration for soothing pain in cases of Colic, Dysentery, Colds and Chills * * =
Recommended for babies and children when dentition ig painful and when
wanting sleep.”

Analysis of a sample of the article by the Bureau of Chemistry of this de-
partment showed that it consisted: esgentially of morphine acetate, oil of anise,
sugar, alcohol, and water.

Misbranding of the article was alleged in substance in the libel for the reason
that the above- quotcd’ statements; regarding the curative and” therapeutic
effect of said arvticle, w eIe false and iumdu]ent since the ‘article contained no
ingredient or combination of ingredients capable of producing the effects
claimed.

On July 13, 1020, no, claimant having appeared for the property, judgmeént
of condemnation and forfeiture \Vl‘s enteled, and it was ordered by the court
that the product be destroyed by the’ ‘United States marshal.

E. D. Barxn, Acting S(:cl'cta'rg/ of Agriculture

STH. Adultgration and mizxbranding of milk ]_10‘svs'l(§:1'. U, s * % .*. .
United Bsnkérs’ Specialty Co., # Corporation. PYlen of guilty. ¥ine,
®25. (I') & D. No. 12794, 1. S.-No. 13005-r.)

On July 31, 1920, the United States attorney for the Southern District of
New York, acting upon a report by’ the “Secretary of -Agriculture; filed in the
District Court of the United States for said district an information against the
United Bakers’ Specialty Co., a corporation, New York, N. Y., alleging shipment
by said company, in violation of the Food and Drugs AC‘% on or about \*ovembor
G, 1918, from the State of New York into the State of Massachusetts, of
quantity- of milk powder which was adulterated and misbranded.

Analysis of a sample of the article by the Bureau of Chemistry of this
department showed it to be a skimmed milik powdex.

Adulteration of the article was alleged, in the information Tor the reason
that a substance, to wit, skimmmed milk powder, had been substituted wholly
or in part for milk powder, to wit, whole milk powder, which the article par-
ported to be, and for the further reason that a valuable constituent .of the
article, to wit, butter fat, had been wholly or in part abstracted.

Misbranding was alleged for the reason that the statement, to wit, -« Milk
Powder,” borne on the barrels countaining the article, regarding it and the
ingredients and substances contained therein; was false and misleading in that
it represented that the article was milik powder, te wit, a product:made from
whole milk, and for the further reason that it was labeled as aforesaid so.as
to deceive and mislead the purchaser into the belief that the article was milk
powder, to wit, a product made from whole milk, whereas, in truth and in fact,
the article wag not a product made from whole milk, but was a product made
from skimmed milk.. Misbranding was alleged for the further reason that
the article was a product made from skimmed milk, prepared in imitation
of milk powder, and was offered for sale and sold under the distinctive name of
another article, to wit, milk powder.

On August 11, 1920, a plea of guilty to the information was entered on behalf
of the defendant company, and the court imposed a fine of $25

E. D. Bavy, Acting Secretury of Agriculture.



